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          January 31, 2013 
Subject: Draft Conditional Waiver of WDR for Vineyards in the Napa River and Sonoma Creek 
watersheds  
 
Dear Ms Potter: 
 
We have reviewed the Draft Conditional Waiver of WDR for Vineyards in the Napa River and 
Sonoma Creek watersheds and in general find that our farm plan program, Fish Friendly 
Farming/ Napa Green Certification is consistent with the waiver requirements. There are over 
540 separate vineyard parcels enrolled in our program within the Napa River and Sonoma Creek 
watersheds. This includes approximately half of the vineyard parcels subject to the Waiver in 
the Napa River watershed. 
 
We want to propose two changes to the waiver language: 
1. Page 15 Table 1 – the deadline for the farm water quality plans of April 30, 2014 needs to be 
extended to provide adequate time for all of the remaining vineyard parcels to complete these 
plans. Using GIS and excluding parcels as described on page 6 we have measured a total of 
90,000 acres of vineyard parcels in the Napa River watershed that will need a farm water 
quality plan. Since the FFF program has over half of these addressed already there will be a 
need for at least 40,000 acres of vineyard parcels to undergo the farm planning process in Napa 
and a large acreage in Sonoma Valley.  Due to the detailed technical nature of the Waiver 
requirements these plans will need to be completed by qualified technical professionals.  Based 
on our 15 years of experience in completing detailed technical farm plans we are concerned 
that the proposed deadline will be impossible to meet even if all the organizations in the 
watershed able to provide these services are working on farm plans. We would suggest a 
deadline of January 31, 2015. The annual compliance form deadline of August 31, 2015 should 
remain even with this suggested change. 
 
2. Our second concern is regarding item 29 of the tentative order on page 7. Under this item all 
vineyard replants on slopes greater than 30% with soil erosion hazard ratings of high or greater 
are excluded from the Waiver and would need to seek individual Waste Discharge 
Requirements (WDRs) every time they need to replant. When the Napa County Conservation 
Regulations were passed these vineyards were grandfathered in. The Napa County 
Conservation Regulations regulate vineyard replanting projects.  Sites where no change in the 



vineyard footprint is proposed and the only changes are for erosion control; a company 
authorized by the County evaluates the site and completes the erosion control plan for the 
replant program.  Termed the “Track 2” process, a consultant prepares the erosion control plan 
and supervises the project installation.  The County certifies the process.  For other replants, 
the Track 2 process is not used and instead preparation of an erosion control plan, CEQA 
compliance and approval from the County is required.   

 

We also have a number of these steep vineyards in our FFF/NG program and thus are familiar 
with their features and challenges. 
 
We would like to propose a process for preparing farm water quality plans for replants on 
vineyards over 30% slope that would comply with the Waiver and individual WDRs would not 
be required. There are two primary concerns on these sites - excessive surface erosion from the 
vineyard and increased storm water runoff. We would propose that for each replant the owner, 
the FFF program and a certified erosion control specialist or engineer and a hydrologist work 
together to prepare an erosion control plan that identifies sheet, rill and gully erosion already 
occurring or with the potential to occur and outlines required mitigations and changes to the 
vineyard layout and drainage system, vineyard footprint, and prescribes management measures 
such that a USLE or RUSLE analysis shows soil losses at the tolerance (T) level for the soil type. 
Additionally a storm water runoff model would be used to analyze storm water volumes 
discharged from the site and management measures be proposed to assure that runoff rates do 
not result in active erosion at the point of discharge and that storm runoff volumes are reduced 
over current conditions.  Management measures may include detention basins, t-spreaders at 
vineyard drainage outlets, reducing the vineyard footprint, reducing the vineyard acreage 
draining to each outlet and, if feasible, removing the vineyard drainage system in some 
locations where surface erosion can be avoided. Particular attention will be paid to streams 
receiving storm water runoff and the degree of channel incision. 
 
CLSI, working with hydrologists and erosion specialists, will complete these analyses as part of 
the farm planning process. As part of the FFF certification the Regional Board staff can 
determine if the revised and mitigated plan for the vineyard replant is in compliance with the 
terms of the Waiver.  This process would also require the owner to apply for County permits 
and undergo CEQA compliance. 
 
We believe this process will be less costly and require less staff time that the current proposal. 
We also believe that these vineyards will be improved over time and reduce sediment loading 
and channel scour from storm water runoff. We would be happy to discuss this idea further 
with the Regional Board staff. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Laurel Marcus, Executive Director 


